Appl. No. 10/775,732 PATENT 

Amdt. dated August 1 3,-2008 

Amendment under 3 7 CFR 1.116 Expedited Procedure 

Examining Group 2 144 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims. 1 , 2, 4-1 3, 1 5, and 1 6 are currently pending. Applicants have amended 

claims 1, 2, 7 and 13 . Applicants submit that no new matter has been added as result of these 
amendments. 

Claims- 1, £,;ahd 4t6 stomd rejected under 35 U.S.G; §101 as being riohstatutoiy 

subjectmatter. 

Dlkims:l j2, 4-$3; 15, and. 16 stand rejected under 35 U.S.G §1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable pver^ Ihfo.sion ("Virtual Routing for Provider Edge Applications", a white paper 
by IP-Infusion^IncO in yiew of Hiiang ("The ENTRAPID Protocol Development ^ 

Reconsideration in view of the foregoing toendmenti ^ 
is respectfully requested. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.G> §101 

Glainis yl$ 2^oM 4-6 stand rejected under 35 U;S:C. § 101 as being non 

subjectmatter, 

Solely in order to expedite prosecution, claim 1 has been amended to recite "a 
plurality of virtual routers, wherein the plurality of virtual routers comprise a plurality of 
instructions for controlling a data processor to perform one or more tasks, the instructions being 
stored on a computer readable medi^ It is to be understood that the amendments to; e 
hayeibeen made to pursue a speedy allowance not: as^a concession on the merits of* the 
rejections. Applicahts^subrhit that the cla^ 1 is riot directed to software per se and is directed to 
statatory subject matter; Glaimis^and 4r6, ^^ch depend frorh claim 1 , should also be ^tutbry 
subjectmatter; 

Accordir^ly, wit^ 1, 2,,and 4-6 is= respectfully 

requested. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.G. 103 

Claims 1, 2,;4-13, 15 v arid 16 stand Ejected under 35 U.S.G. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over IP Infusion in vie;w of Huang. 
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Sjplely in order- to ekpedi^ prpseciition and>npt as a concession' to the merits of the^ 
rejections, independent claims \ 9 7,, and ;13 Aiavevbeen amended, and Applicants submit that even 
if IP Infusion and Huang could be cpnibiried as suggested in the Office Action, the combination 
fails toidisclose or suggest all of the features of independent claims 1 , 7, and 13. For example, 
claim 1 recites,- in part: 

a plurality of virtual rpiiters ...,;whercin virtual router further 

comprises: 

a routing protocol stack configured to handle a plurality: of 

routing protocols; 

plurality of interface drivers configured to communicate 

wthapliu-a^ 

an Internet Protocol (IP) st^kxoMgUre interact with 
the routing protocol staekiand ^ plurality of 

ihteifatce drivers/the IP stack having a forwarding irtfqnnation ^ble^iiifpniiatipn 
from which;iS;used to perform- the fbTOardingtfur^ routing 

protocol 

libraries shared<a 

Applicantscsubmit^th 
claim 1, 

Neither IP In^ 

stack and ah IP static that: are implemented usingVs^^ claim; !;; 

Imj^emeiMng virtual router: may requires 

substantial amount of memory, the virtual 'routers recited in claim 1 include and IP stack and a 
protocol stack that are implernented \ising shared libraries. By using shared libraries, the amount 
of memory requiredlto implenaenV routers may be substantially reduced. See 

specification at ^1 [0018] . 

Claims 7 and l^-^^uld^/Mlo^bl^for similar reasons as claim 7. Furthermore, 
dependent claims 2 and 4-6, which depend from claim 1, claims 8-12, which depend from claim 
7, and claims 15 and 16, which depend from claim 13, should also be condition for allowance at 
least due tb^their dependence from independent elm 1, 7, and^l 3, respectively. 

Accordingly, withdrawalof the rejection of claims 1, 2, 4-13, 15, and 16 under 35 
U:S.e.,§l 03(a) is respectfully requested: 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the : foregoihg» . Applicants believe all claims now pending in this 
Application ^ in;cdnd^ that end is respectfully requested. 

If tiierExaminer believes a telephone conference would expedite prbsecutioh of 
tM^appik^iohi ple^'telep^ 



Respectfully submitted 
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